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sufficed a generation earlier. The Count rightly spurned the pleas 
of the German General Staff that they could hold out till spring, 
and, by a separate peace, hoped to preserve the Habsburg dominions 
before the Allies were committed to the subject nationalities. Ac- 
cording to him, this was spoiled by Karolyi, who, trusting in Presi- 
dent Wilson, seized the government at Budapest, recalled the Hun- 
garian troops, and deposed the king by telephone ! Andrassy cannot 
forgive Karolyi for staging this " historical premiere " on Hun- 
garian soil, but he recognizes the lead given by his predecessors, 
who had " made use of the catch-words of socialism and defeatism " 
while they " pursued a war policy in the spirit of Ludendorff ". 

The book concludes with some acute observations, evoked by sub- 
sequent events in Hungary, on the impossibility of controlling revo- 
lutions. The Bolshevist experiment in Hungary came about because 
there was no other way of getting rid of Karolyi, and failed in turn 
because " people needed bread, laundry and clothes, not socializa- 
tion, playing politics, and everlasting meetings ". So Count An- 
drassy, the conservative and monarchist, compliments the republican 
and socialist government of Germany for " having the courage to 
make itself unpopular ". To those who value sane realism in poli- 
tics, this book may be commended as one to be read and to be pon- 
dered. 

Bernadotte E. Schmitt 

Western Reserve University 

The Myth of a Guilty Nation. By Albert Jay Nock 
("Historicus"). New York, B. W. Huebsch, Inc., 1922.— 
114 pp. 

This book comprises a series of articles originally published in 
the Freeman, the author using the pen-name of " Historicus ". The 
one and only purpose of the work, as avowed by the author, is to 
establish the point " that the German Government was not solely 
guilty of bringing on the war ". By establishing this point he hopes 
to aid in accelerating the movement for modifying and ultimately 
annulling the Treaty of Versailles. His line of argument is as fol- 
lows: The treaty was framed on the assumption that the Central 
Powers alone were responsible for bringing on the war, and this 
postulate is the only ground on which the treaty can be defended; 
the provisions of the treaty are outrageous and are impossible of 
enforcement, because they defy economic laws that are as immutable 
as the law of gravitation. The efforts to enforce these provisions 
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would not only ruin the Central Powers but would also bring eco- 
nomic distress to the other countries, including the United States, 
that are bound to the Teutonic Powers by economic bonds. There- 
fore, to aid in the annulment of the Treaty of Versailles would be 
to perform a valuable service not only to Germany and Austria but 
also to the United States and the other Great Powers. 

The author is of the opinion that the " German Government's 
share of guilt in the matter is extremely small ", and that the 
Allied Powers are mainly to blame for bringing on the world con- 
flict. In support of this opinion he endeavors to show that England 
was inspired by jealousy of Germany due to economic rivalry and 
was doing all in her power to isolate her rival during the decade 
preceding August, 1914; that the French and British military 
authorities had been " in active collaboration for war with Germany 
ever since January, 1906 " ; and that Russia, supported by France, 
had been preparing for war since 1909. Practically nothing is said 
of the negotiations that took place during the eventful twelve days 
that preceded the outbreak. The fact that Austria, certainly with 
the permission if not the encouragement of Germany, started the 
war by an unjustifiable attack on Serbia, is entirely ignored. Appar- 
ently he fails to appreciate the importance of the immediate causes 
in apportioning the blame for the great war. 

The desire to create a sentiment in favor of a conquered people is 
to be commended, and any worthy effort to tone down the prejudice 
of our people against their former enemies should be encouraged. 
But when anyone essays this difficult role he should be peculiarly 
fitted by training and temperament for the work. To defy success- 
fully a well-entrenched prejudice, a writer should be well armed 
with evidence and should be able to present it in a cool, dispassionate 
manner. The author of this work does not meet either of these 
tests. The unrestrained partisanship exhibited by him antagonizes 
the reader and the evidence offered is not sufficient to overcome this 
antagonism. His range of sources is narrow. He gets nearly all of 
his material from three books written by E. D. Morel and Francis 
Neilson. From these works he has gathered some documentary evi- 
dence in support of his contention, though not enough to convince 
the reader that he has sustained the charges made against the Allies. 
He quotes from the reports made by Belgian diplomatic representa- 
tives at Paris, London and Berlin to the Belgian foreign office cover- 
ing the period from February, 1905, to July, 1914. He also refers 
to and quotes from the Russian documents made public by the Soyiet 
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authorities. However, he does not make as good a use of the Rus- 
sian documents as he might have done. For example, he says that 
they show that France and Russia, and England and France, had 
entered into secret treaties of alliance in 1912, but he does not give 
the texts of any of these treaties. While much that he says is true, 
yet the evidence presented is often not convincing even in the case 
of admitted facts. 

O. P. Chitwood 
West Virginia University 

Immortal Italy. By Edgar Ansel Mowrer. New York, 
D. Appleton and Company, 1922. — ix, 418 pp. 

Generally speaking, ancient Italy is better known to us than is 
modern Italy, much less remote in time, but farther removed from 
genuine understanding and appreciation. Mr. Mowrer's volume is 
an attempt to bridge this wide gap. As correspondent of the Chicago 
Daily News for many years, he has had extended opportunities for 
studying Italian characteristics and institutions, and has taken full 
advantage of his unusual contacts with men and affairs. This is 
not the systematic work of an historian or an economist, but the 
study of a highly intelligent journalist, who writes largely on the 
basis of his intimate observation of conditions that came before him. 
Much of his history comes from Bolton King, but this is not the 
best part of Immortal Italy. Mr. Mowrer's own comments are more 
effective, for he does better when he is " on his own ", observing 
and appraising as he goes, and almost always going. 

The writer's introductory characterization of the Italian is artisti- 
cally executed, Italian in its frankness and in its idealistic conclu- 
sions. " Everything in Italian life is better than it seems ", is his 
paradoxical conclusion. His discussion of Italy's entrance into the 
War is illuminating and valuable as the comment of a trained ob- 
server. Mr. Mowrer's consideration of Baron Sonnino, the Jewish- 
English, Egyptian-born champion and leader of Italian nationalism, 
is of great interest. The author acutely says that, " What the pious 
statesmen of other nations have never pardoned him was that he 
refused to pay verbal homage to principles that he did not intend 
to serve." The conclusion is that, " The real cause of Italy's diplo- 
matic defeat at Paris and her undeserved humiliation was the stub- 
born temperament of the silent Minister of Foreign Affairs." His 
rugged inflexibility was at once the source of his strength and his 
weakness, Mr. Mowrer believes. 



